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OPINION 1122 

LOLIGO OPALESCENS BERRY, 1911 GIVEN 

NOMENCLATURAL PRECEDENCE OVER LOLIGO 

STEARNSII HEMPHILL, 1892 (CEPHALOPODA) 

RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers it is hereby ruled 
that the specific name opalescens Berry, 1911, as published in the 
binomen Loligo opalescens, is to be given nomenclatural precedence 
over the specific name steamsii Hemphill, 1892, as published in the 
binomen Loligo steamsii, whenever those two specific names are 
regarded as synonyms. 

(2) The specific name opalescens Berry, 1911, as published in 
the binomen Loligo opalescens, is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 2656 and 
with an endorsement that it is to be given nomenclatural 
precedence over the specific name steamsii Hemphill, 1892, as 
published in the binomen Loligo steamsii, whenever those two 
specific names are regarded as synonyms. 

(3) The specific name steamsii Hemphill, 1892, as published 
in the binomen Loligo steamsii, is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 2657, and 
with an endorsement that it is not to be given priority over the 
specific name opalescens Berry, 1911, as published in the binomen 
Loligo opalescens, whenever those two specific names are regarded 
as synonyms. 


HISTORY OF THE CASE. Z.N.(S.) 2041 
An application for the suppression under the plenary powers 
of Loligo steamsii Hemphill, 1892, was first received from Dr 
Gilbert L. Voss (Division of Biology, University of Miami, Florida, 
USA) on 26 March 1973. After correspondence with the applicant 
it was sent to the printer on 14 January 1974 and published on 31 
July 1974 in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 31: 51—53. Public Notice of the 
possible use of the plenary powers in the case was given in the same 
part of the Bulletin as well as to the statutory serials and to three 
malacological serials. No comment was received. 

On 4 November 1977 the Secretary asked Dr Voss if he 
would have any objection to his application being treated under the 
“relative precedence” procedure instead of by outright suppression. 
He replied on 12 January 1978 that he was concerned only to reach 
stability and had no objection to the change suggested. 
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DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 7 April 1978 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper 
(1978)3 for or against the proposals set out in Bull zool Nom. vol. 
31: 52-53. At the close of the voting period on 7 July 1978 the 
state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes - nineteen (19), received in the following 
order: Melville, Holthuis, Eisenmann, Mroczkowski, Brinck, Vokes, 
Sabrosky, Cogger, Tortonese, Binder, Willink, Nye, Alvarado, 
Corliss, Starobogatov, Bayer, Heppell, Welch, Ride. 

Negative Votes — two (2): Habe, Bemardi. 

No votes were returned by Dupuis and Kraus. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the 
Commission with their voting papers: 

Habe: “The specimens of Loligo stearnsii Hemphill studied 
by him are housed in the California Academy of Sciences, so that 
this name should be retained.” 

Heppell: “I vote for placing L . opalescens on the Official List 
of Specific Names. If this does not grant it automatic relative 
precedence over any other supposed synonym the Official List is 
worthless in its present form.” 

Bemardi: “Voss montre clairement que Loligo stearnsii 
Hemphill, 1892, n’est pas un nomen nudum et que les syntypes de 
cette espece existent. II serait preferable de conserver ce nom, 
designer un lectotype et pour ‘prevent confusion’ il suffit d’ecrire 
desormais L. stearnsii, 1892 = L . opalescens Berry, 1911 lorsqu’on 
cite cette espece.” 

Ride: “I vote for suppression - a prima facie case is 
established. I do not vote for the relative precedence procedure.” 

ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for the names placed 
on an Official List by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 
opalescens , Loligo , Berry, 1911, Proc. U.S. nat. Mus., vol. 40 

(1838): 591 

stearnsii Loligo, Hemphill, 1892, Zoe t vol. 3:51 

CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (78)3 
were cast as set out above, that the proposal contained in that 
voting paper has been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and 
that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the 
present Opinion No. 1122. R.V. MELVILLE, Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 5 October 1978 


